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DETAILED ACTION 
Non-Final Rejection 

1. Claims 1-17 are pending. Claims 1, 6, and 11 are independent. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

5. Claims 1-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as anticipated by or, in the 
alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Andersen et al. (US 5,997,584). 
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Andersen et al. teach a method of colour clarification and a method of reducing 
the pilling propensity of polyester fabrics and/or garments comprises treating with a 
carboxylic ester hydrolase such as terephthalic acid diethyl hydrolytic enzyme (ETE 
hydrolytic enzyme) and/or ethyleneglycol dibenzyl ester hydrolytic enzyme (BEB 
hydrolytic enzyme). See abstract and col. 24, claim 1 . 

Andersen et al. teach the use of ETE hydrolytic enzyme and/or BEB hydrolytic 
enzyme in combination with a detergent is useful for improving colour clarity and 
reducing pilling propensity of polyester fabrics and/or garments. The method also 
improves soil release properties, especially oily stains and antistatic properties of 
polyester fabrics and garments. See abstract and col.2,ln.55-col.3,ln.3. 

Andersen et al. teach detergent compositions comprise additional enzyme(s) 
which provides cleaning performance and/or fabric care benefits such as other 
proteases, lipases, cutinases, amylases, cellulases, peroxidases, oxidases (e.g. 
laccases). See col.1 1 ,ln. 30-35. 

In examples1-3 in col.21-22, Andersen et al. illustrate reducing pilling with ETE 
and BEB and cellulase treatment of polyester. There is no detergent surfactant in these 
examples. Accordingly the teachings of Andersen et al. anticipate the material 
limitations of the instant claims. 

Alternatively, even if the broad teachings of Andersen et al. are not sufficient to 
anticipate the material limitations of the instant claims, it would have been nonetheless 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, to arrive at the claimed method without 
presence of a detergent surfactant because Andersen et al. illustrate in examples 1-3 a 
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detergent free method of reducing pilling and improving appearance and color clarity of 
polyethylene terephthalate fabrics with terephthalic acid diethyl hydrolytic enzyme (ETE 
hydrolytic enzyme) and/or ethyleneglycol dibenzyl ester hydrolytic enzyme (BEB 
hydrolytic enzyme). 

Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Preeti Kumar whose 
telephone number is 571-272-1320. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 
9:00am - 5:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Douglas Mc Ginty can be reached on 571-272-1029. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
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USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 

system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Preeti Kumar 
Examiner 
Art Unit 1751 

PK 




